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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed March 16, 2007 in which 
applicant has amended claims 1, 13-15, 17, 28-30, 39-43, 45 and 54-56, and responded to the 
claim rejections. Claims 1-56 are still pending. 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly indicative 
of the invention to which the claims are directed. The following title is suggested: Slot Machine 
with Light Paths to Multiple Award Groups. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Claypole 
(GB 2353128A) in view of Seelig (US 2003/0036418 A1). Referring to claims 1-4, 11-12, 14, 17- 
18, 25-26, 30, 37-38, 43-44, 51-52, the applicant claims a casino game comprising either a 
rotatable display or at least one reel that includes a mechanical wheel to represent an indicator 
generator that will randomly associate different numbers to each of the many award groups 
individually or as a group. An award group comprises a number of Illumination* devices' of 
different colors. The rotatable display device represents fixed values adjacent to the award 
groups and a colored transparent plate adjacent to the indicator generator. These claims read 
on the invention disclosed by Claypole, a basic slot machine with multiple (pg 2, par 2, line 1) 
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mechanical (pg 6, par 4, line 1) or video (pg 2, par 3, line 1) reels which are adjacent to multiple 
colored "trails along which a user can move dependant upon the points awarded to the user" (pg 

2, par 1, line 3). 

4. Claypole wanted "to increase the player's perception that their tactics and skill will result 
in a greater chance of winning" (pg 1, par 3, line 4) by adding several elements that encourage 
strategic planning. One of these elements is the multiple colored, Red Blue and Yellow trails of 
different lengths (pg 9, par 2, line 2) that are also divided into a different number of segments. 
Each segment on the trail is viewed as an indicator because the player's current position on 
each trail (pg 6, par 5, line 1) is represented through the illumination of the appropriate square 
(pg 11, par 3, line 1). Movement through the trail occurs when a user lines up the same symbol 
along any of the visible horizontal or contribution lines, then those symbols may contribute to 
there respective trails (pg 2-3, par 6, line 1). Only the reel symbols that have points associated 
with them (pg 3, par 3, line 1) can grant the player that same number of spaces on the trail (pg 

3, par 4, line 1). Therefore/the reels are viewed as an indicator generator. Each trail has a 
different award on certain positions (pg 9, par 2, line 4) and an ultimate award at the end of the 
trail (Figure 3, item 1). Since the ultimate awards are on trails of different lengths they would 
inherently have a different set of odds associated with each other (claims 31, 35-36, 49-50). 

5. Claypole has added another strategic element by giving the player the choice to "hold" a 
reel and "nudge" a symbol (pg 1 , par 3, line 4). Both features allow for the player to contribute 
their points on two different trails (pg 2, par 5, line 2) (pg 3, par 5, line 2) when they chose too. 
The "Hold" feature is offered randomly and allows the 
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player to hold the reel in place for the purpose of causing a match on a contribution line to occur 
(pg 10, par 2, line 2). "Nudges" are also offered randomly (pg. 8, par 4, line 3) which allows the 
player to add points from a "contribution line A" to any number of contribution lines that are 
below line A (pg. 9, par 1, line 2). In other words, a player could win 4 points on the top most line 
and decide to "nudge" the points down two levels, giving the next two lines 4 points each as 
well. Therefore, the slot reels that randomly distribute numbers are viewed as an indicator 
generator and the ability to associated these numbers to the multiple award columns of different 
colored lights or different colored trails of lights is offered to the player randomly (claims 13-14, 
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27-28, 35-36, 39-40, 49-50, 53-54). Furthermore, an award will now have multiple probabilities 
associated with it since the slot reels, and when 'Nudges' and 'Hold' are offered all have 
uncorrelated probabilities. 

6. Referring to claims 5-6, 19-20, 31-32, 45-46, it would be obvious to someone of ordinary 
skilled in the art to determine the 'end of a game' or when to provide an award in Claypole's 
invention randomly. Other methods for determining the 'end of the game' or when to provide an 
award are not disclosed by Claypole. Seelig teaches a casino game that determines when to 
offer the player a choice between a prize or a bonus game based on the wager and a 
predetermined value (Seelig, claim 33). Figure 4 is a flowchart of the preferred embodiment of 
Seelig invention (par 36, line 1). The 'Bold Curved Path' illustrates the shortest game a player 
can experience from beginning to end. The event 'Qualify for Bonus' (Figure 4, item 52) refers to 
the awarding of a prize or the triggering of a bonus game (par 37, pg 3, line 2) because a 
predetermined event and/or an accumulation of events were met (par 37, pg 3, line 5). When a 
player loses in the 'base game' (Figure 4, item 46 & 48) and does not trigger the bonus game, 
zero credits will be added to 'Total Credits' and 'Bonus Credits' (par 37, pg 3, line 10). If the 
player has a total of zero credits and decides to not wager any more money then the player has 
reached the 'end of the game.' Therefore, claims 7-8, 15, 21-22, 29, 33-34, 41, 47-48, 55 are 
rejected because Seelig teaches how to allow a player to experience the awarding of a prize 
and the 'end of the game' through a method of predetermination based on a wager. 
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7. Therefore, it would have been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, to combine Seelig's method of award and 'end of the game' determination 



with Claypole's casino game in order to provide another strategic element that will "increase the 
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player's perception that their tactics and skill will result in a greater chance of winning" (pg 1 , par 
3, line 4). If the player knew that the odds of winning a prize and losing a game changed every 
time they won a prize and were based on their wager then this would encourage a player to 
formulate a strategic plan instead of deciding on 'what to do next' randomly. When the 
probability of winning the 'ultimate' jackpot increases as you win other prizes then it is left to the 
player to decide if they are willing to go for the 'ultimate' jackpot while trying to win other prizes 
or to just try for the smaller prizes (claims 9-10, 23-24). 

* 

8. Lastly, referring to claims 1 , 16, 17, 30, 42, 43, and 56 it would be obvious to someone of 
ordinary skill in the art to program the processor of the game machine to reset the indicators of 
an award group when the prize is awarded to the player or at the end of a game. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed March 16, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The game system disclosed by Claypole has a bottom or primary game consisting 
of mechanical or video slots that randomly determines to provide the player nothing, trail points, 
or prize-winning combination (Claypole: pg. 12, lines 13-14). Therefore, when a player randomly 
receives the necessary trail points to achieve a trail prize, the system is providing or making 
available the associated prize. 

10. Claypole also discloses an embodiment that activates a feature that moves the player 
around the track when a player presses the "gamble" button (Claypole: pg. 10, lines 26-28). The 
system randomly offers the player a good result (a prize or bonus game square), a neutral result 
(a square) (Claypole: pg. 10, lines 24-30) or a negative result (the lose of their position) 
(Claypole: pg. 11, lines 1-2). In other words, the 'gamble' button offers another level of strategy 
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to the game since the player is risking being forced to move backwards a few spots or starting 
all over again from the beginning, resulting in the resetting of the top game. 
1 1 . Therefore the Office disagrees with the applicants argument that Claypole would not 
include randomly determining when to end a game, since there are serious risks involved with 
the use of the 'gamble' button. The player has the choice of pushing the button or not, which is 
in the light of Claypole's motivation of offering a level of strategy. Clearly showing that Claypole 
regards to randomly offering positive and negative effects (e.g. ending a game) as part of 
providing strategic elements. Furthermore proving that the motivation, as stated in the previous 
office action, to create the art combination of Claypole with Seelig is valid in light of the goals 
stated by Claypole. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final 
action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Christian E. Rendon whose telephone number is 571-272-3117. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9 - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on 571-272-6996. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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